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might have been to their contemporaries, they remain singularly
uninformative in discerning the long-term trends in economic
growth in India. Notwithstanding the impressive array of the names
who have contributed in this quest, none of the results Is in a form
that can provide even an approximate answer to a simple question
such as: Has the real per capita income increased or not over the
last seventy-five years or so ?2 If even a qualitative general answer
to this is not possible, it is vain to ask for more specific replies :
at what rates has it changed over these decades?
This Is in no way to detract from the merits of these studies for
each of them no doubt contributed a great deal in building up a
body of knowledge about various branches of economic activity
in the country. Even when the picture they presented was a static
one, our knowledge of the anatomy of the country's economy would
have been considerably more imperfect without them* The study
of long-term trends in output and income in India, however, re-
mains yet to be made. This paper is directed toward
outlining an approach to this problem and suggesting some
tentative estimates (in 1952-53 prices) needed for an under-
standing of the course of economic development in India over
the past half a century.
Although the authors of the various estimates shown above used
widely divergent approaches for estimating non-agricultural income,
they all had one thing in common. All of them, with the notable
exception of William Digby,3 used roughly the same procedure to
* When Shah and Khambhata tried to relate their estimate of per capita in-
come of Rs. 74 for 1921-22 to the previous^estimates, all they could do was to
state : "These figures somewhat agree with Rs. 21 for 1871 (Dadabhai Naoroji),
Rs. 27 for 1882 (Baring and Barbour) and Rs. 30 for 1901 (Lord Curzon).
But they do not agree with Rs. 18 for 1898-9 or Rs. 17 for about 1900 (Digby),
Rs, 50 for 1911 ( Findlay Shirras), Rs. 86 for about 1914 (B. N. Sarma),
or Rs. 46 for 1921 (Professor Shah)." Shah, K. T.and Khambhata, Wealth
*md Taxable Capacity of India, (Bombay, 1924), p. 201. Incidentally, the
estoate mentioned last was Professor Shah's own estimate !
s WJJKam Digby brushed aside the official statistics on area under
culfevafcon, yields per acre and prices as of little use. "The government

